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1+ Silva Fiber, Gelgard 0.2 1.9 5 
8 & NC 1.556.2L 0 2.9 

6 Fiber & 2 1.5 6.1 
11 NC 1556 0 2 

7 Control - no cover 3.8 3.8 
10 1.6 4.1 

The test areas were covered with heavy snow in mid-November and remained snow 

covered until mid-April. The runoff from the melting snmY" was very gradual and spring 

rainfall was somewhat less than normal with most of it occurring the last week of April. 
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Following are comments from the final evaluation made on May 11, 1971: 

Treatment 

Hay Mulch & Asphalt Emulsion 

Hay Mulch, NC 1556.2L & Gelgard 

Hay Mulch & NC 1556.2L 

Comments 

New washout near slope pipe 
very minor erosion - fair to good 
grass growth 

New washout near slope pipe -
fair grass growth 

No erosion - very good grass growth 

Silva Fiber, Gelgard & NC 1556.2L No erosion - fair to good grass growth 

NC 1556.2L 

Silva Fiber & NC 1556.2L 

Control - no cover 

Some sloughing has occurred near 
top of slope - fair grass growth 

No change in earlier movement of 
cover - fair grass growth 

Serious erosion with new sloughing 
occurring near top of slope - poor 
grass growth 

Silva Fiber, Gelgard & NC 1556.2L Shows signs of movement in surface 
cover - fair grass growth 

NC 1556.2L 

Control - no cover 

Silva Fiber & NC 1556.2L 

Hay Mulch & NC 1556.2L 

Hay Mulch, NC 1556.2L & Gelgard 

Hay Mulch & Asphalt Emulsion 
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Some sloughing has occurred near top 
and left side of slope - good grass 
grmrth 

Light to moderate erosion - poor 
grass growth 

No erosion - good grass grovTth 

No erosion - good grass growth 

No erosion - good grass growth 

No erosion - good grass growth 



The resul obtained from ications of mulch and NC 1556.2L appear 

than se mulch 

emuls However 

sider replac 

a s 

emulsion ~:vlth NC 1556. 2L as this 

the treatment. 

an addition-

The addition of to the mulch and NC 1556.21 treatment not 

appear to ; \vhile the addition of to the Fiber and 

NC 1556.2L treatment did show a sl in erosion control effectiveness. 

Al fair to resul s were obtained by va Fiber to the chem-

ical treatments, it is that the use of this combination be discontinued 

due to the of application. 

The chemical NC 1556.21 used alone, although not as effective as hay mulch and 

NC 1556.21 or hay mulch and asphalt emulsion, did limit surface erosion and encour­

age grass growth. The use of NC 1556.2L in place of hay mulch and asphalt emulsion 

could conceivably reduce slope treatment costs due to the ease of application; it 

can be mixed and applied along with the normal application of grass seed, fertilizer, 

and limestone. The test results also indicate that NC 1556.2L could be effective 

used on raw earth slopes as a temporary treatment in anticip2tion of the final gra-

and cover treatment. 

The chemicals used are still in the ; therefore, cost com-

sons between the test and Vermont's standard treatment could not be made. 

Overall results from the chemical treatments would probably not ify their use in 

place of Vermont's standard treatment of hay mulch and asphalt emulsion. HoHever, 

'\vith continued refinements, chemicals may prove to be fully effective in 

soil erosion under all field conditions. 
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